LOS  ANGELES — The  Near  East  plank  adopted  by  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  Convention  here  this  week  reads  as  follows : 

“In  the  Middle  East  we  will  work  for  Kuarantees  to  ensure  independ¬ 
ence  for  all  states.  We  will  encourage  direct  Arab-Israel  peace  nego¬ 
tiations;  the  resettlement  of  Arab  refugees  in  lands  where  there  is  room 
and  opportuni^  for  them;  an  end  to  boycotts  and  blockades;  the  unre¬ 
stricted  use  of  the  Suez  Canal  by  all  nations.** 


“We  urge  continued  economic  assistance  to  Israel  and  the  Arab 
peoples  to  help  them  raise  their  living  standards.  We  pledge  our  best 
efforts  for  peace  in  the  Middle  East  by  seeking  to  prevent  an  arms  race 
while  guarding  against  the  dangers  of  s  military  imbalance  resulting 
from  Soviet  arms  shipments.’* 

In  addition,  there  is  another  plank  which  refers  to  discrimination 
against  Americans  at  the  Dhahran  airbase  in  Saudi  Arabia  and  the 
Arab  boycott  of  Americans  who  trade  with  Israel : 

“Protection  of  the  rights  of  American  citizens  to  travel,  to  pursue 
lawful  trade  and  to  engage  in  other  lawful  activities  abroad  without 
distinction  as  to  race  or  religion  is  a  cardinal  function  of  the  national 
sovereignty.  We  will  oppose  any  international  agreement  or  treaty  which 
by  its  terms  or  practices  differentiates  among  American  citizens  on 
grounds  of  race  or  religion.** 

The  Importance  of  Platforms.  Many  people  are  skeptical  about  politi¬ 
cal  platforms.  But  skepticism  is  unjustified.  Platform  declarations 
have  a  positive  value  in  the  clarification  and  implementation  of  our 
national  policies.  They  help  to  mold  public  opinion  at  home  because 
they  inform  and  guide  candidates,  who  stand  for  election  on  their 
party's  prof'^  '•m.  They  have  importance  abroad  because  they  trans¬ 
mit  to  other  >vemments  the  views  of  the  American  people.  Some¬ 
times  our  foreign  policy  is  expressed  more  forcibly  and  plainly  in«a 
platform  than  when  masked  in  the  language  of  diplomacy. 

The  foreign  policy  declaration  can  have  special  significance  in 
an  area  like  the  Near  East  where  American  policy  is  often  obscured 
by  propaganda.  The  political  parties  can  make  it  clear,  once  and  for 
all,  that  there  will  be  no  weakening  in  America’s  interest  in  or  friend¬ 
ship  for  all  the  peoples  of  the  Near  East  and  that  our  country  is  de¬ 
termined  upon  a  firm  policy  which  will  bring  Israel  and  the  Arab 
states  together,  in  peace  and  cooperation. 

The  Arab  states  have  persisted  in  their  war  against  Israel  be¬ 
cause  they  have  never  given  up  hope  for  a  revision  in  U.S.  policy. 
Their  hopes  flared  high  in  1953,  when  President  Truman  left  the 
White  House  and  a  new  administration  took  charge.  But  they  were 
disillusioned.  Israel  remained  an  independent  state,  its  territory 
undiminished  and  its  economy  strengthened. 

It  is  against  this  background  that  a  Near  East  plank  should  be 
interpreted. 


Coiro-Amman  Duel.  President  Nas¬ 
ser's  siege  of  King  Hussein,  which  was 
renewed  on  June  24  when  Nasser  pre¬ 
dicted  the  King’s  destruction,  domi¬ 
nates  the  Arab  air  waves. 

On  June  28,  Cairo  newspaper  A/- 
Ahram  denounced  Hussein  as  a  “lackey 
of  imperialism  . . .  The  Arab  people  will 
not  fail  to  expose  his  true  role  .  .  .” 
From  Amman,  the  same  day.  King 
Hussein  asked  .  .  .  “Do  Nasser  and  his 
like  imagine  by  their  cheap  attacks  .  .  . 


\  they  will  be  able  to  retain  the  corrupt 
state  of  affairs  that  they  have  created^’ 

Next  day,  Cairo's  Al-Ahram  and  Al- 
Gomhouria  continued  their  incitement: 
“This  King  Hussein  is  too  trivial  for 
the  Arab  nation  to  notice  him”  .  .  . 
and  . . .  “To  King  Hussein,  the  betrayal 
of  the.  Arab  cause  is  not  merely  a  leg¬ 
acy  .  .  .  but  also  a  vital  necessity  .  .  .” 

[The  Jerusalem  Post,  June  30,  ex¬ 
pressed  the  opinion  that  the  Nasser- 
Hussein  exchange  reflects  the  real  state 
of  relations  within  the  Arab  world.  The 
King  of  Jordan  is  not  popular  in  his 
own  country  and  Nasser's  position  in 
the  Arab  world  has  become  consider- 
bly  weaker  .  .  .  "Apparently  Nasser's 
feeling  of  being  deprived  of  success 
may  lead  to  a  new  crisis  in  inter-Arab 
relations  .  .  .’’] 

In  Cairo,  on  June  30,  Al-Akhbar 
cuttingly  described  the  Jordanian  ruler 
as  “suffering  from  an  inferiority  com¬ 
plex.  His  Majesty  wants  to  be  the 
bridegroom  in  every  wedding.  .  .  .  The 
people  have  proved  that  they  are  cap¬ 
able  of  crushing  their  hangmen  in  the 
same  manner  as  they  have  broken  their 
shackles.”  While  Al-Ahram  comment¬ 
ed  ..  .  “Nothing  can  better  depict  the 
attitude  of  the  Jordanian  King  than 
the  support  he  is  getting  from  Israel 
and  Britain  .  .  .” 

Amman  Radio  retorted  by  quoting 


The  Democratic  platform  adopted  at  Los  Angeles  leaves  no  doubt 
as  to  that  party’s  position.  Its  Near  East  plank  is  a  blueprint  for 
peace. 

The  major  emphasis  in  the  Democratic  platform  is  the  call  for 
direct  negotiations.  This  is  constructive.  It  holds  promise  of  a  new 
and  long  overdue  initiative  to  bring  Israel  and  the  Arab  states  to¬ 
gether  at  the  same  conference  table. 

Unfortunately,  Arab  leaders  still  cling  to  the  notion  that  they 
can  win  some  new  and  favorable  dispensation,  either  by  rolling  back 
history  to  the  UN  Partition  resolution  which  they  rejected  and  fought 
in  1947  or  by  some  rearrangement  to  be  secured  by  appeasement  or 
pressure. 

(Turn  the  page)  ' 


a  Beirut  paper  which  said  that  Nasser 
sought  to  “dumbfound  the  Aratra  by 
(Continued  on  page  16) 


Democratic- Party’s^Near  East  Plank  t 

.  .  .  continued 


It  is  also  encouraging  to  see  that  the 
Democratic  platform  adheres  to  its 
1956  position  and  calls  for  resettlement 
of  the  Arab  refugees  in  Arab  lands. 

The  solution  of  this  problem  has 
been  cruelty  deferred  by  the  refusal  to 
face  facts.  Within  recent  months,  Arab 
propaganda  pressing  for  repatriation 
has  tended  to  make  some  headway. 
Although  almost  every  objective  olv 
server  agrees  that  resettlement  is  the 
logical  solution,  there  has  been  some 
support  for  the  theory  that  Israel  can 
apd  should  o'^er  repatriation  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  a  peace  setdement.  The  un¬ 
realistic  demand  for  repatriation  may 
save  face,  but  it  does  not  save  lives. 

In  calling  for  an  end  to  boycotts, 
'  blockades  and  for  the  unrestricted  use 
of  the  Suez  Canal  by  all  nations,  the 
Democratic  plank  reflects  widespread 
sentiment  in  Congress  on  this  issue. 

The  platform  statement  on  arms 
deals  with  a  dilemma.  The  general 
theme  of  the  platform  calls  for  dis¬ 
armament  and  a  shift  in  emphasis  from 
military  to  economic  aid.  But  it 
would  be  incongruous  to  ignore  Israel's 
need  for  arms  while  the  Soviet  Union 
continues  to  ship  arms  to  the  Arabs  and 
9  dangerously  tips  the  balance,  tempting 
the  Arabs  to  renew  their  aggression. 

The  Platform  Hearings.  The  plank  is 
consistent  with  the  proposals  put  for¬ 
ward  in  the  policy  statement  adopted 
by  the  American  Israel  Public  Affairs 
Committee  last  March  and  which  was 
submitted  to  the  Democratic  platform 
committee,  headed  by  Rep.  Chester 
Bowles  of  Connecticut.  The  American 
Israel  Public  Affairs  Committee  advo¬ 
cates  economic  aid  to  both  Israel  and 
the  Arab  states  and  it  supports  a  policy 
of  friendship  for  both  the  Arab  and 
Israel  peoples.  It  rejects  the  “either-or” 
doc ,  '  and  offered  a  six-point  pro¬ 

gram  hich  urged: 

H  A,  new  initiative  by  the  United 
>^tes  calling  for  direct  Israel- 
Arab  peace  negotiations. 

H  Economic  aid  to  both  Arabs  and 
Israelis. 

H  Guarantees  to  preserve  the  sov¬ 
ereignty  and  continued  independ¬ 
ence  of  the  states  of  the  area. 

H  Resettlement  of  the  Arab  refu¬ 
gees  in  Arab  countries. 
lIRefusal  to  condone  or  surrender 
to  boycotts  and  other  acts  of  eco¬ 
nomic  warfare  such  as  the  Suez 
Canal  blockade. 

H  Vigilant  action  to  prevent  both  a 
disastrous  amts  race  and  a  danger¬ 
ous  arms  imbalance  resulting  from 
the  Soviet  arms  shipments  to  the 
Arab  states. 


The  Committee  has  also  submitted 
this  statement  to  the  Republican  Na¬ 
tional  Convention.- 

Propaganda  Prossuros.  A  discordant 
note  was  sounded  by  the  American 
Council  for  Judaism,  a  fringe  organiza¬ 
tion  created  in  1943  by  the  dwindling 
hard  core  of  anti-Zionists  to  oppose  the 
creation  of  Israel  because  they  were 
against  the  concept  of  a  Jewish  state. 
Despite  the  fact  that  it  represents  only 
a  tiny  minority  in  American  Jewry,  the 
Council  does  not  hesitate  to  appear  at 
political  conventions  in  an  ^ort  to 
juxtapose  itself  with  a  majority  in-  the 
minds  of  the  American  people. 

Last  week,  the  Council  offered  a 
specific  plank  to  the  Democratic  plat¬ 
form  committee.  It  was  a  bizarre 
statement: 

‘The  United  States  declines  to  rec¬ 
ognize  the  right  of  the  State  of  Israel 
to  apply  to  American  citizens  measures 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  arbi¬ 
trarily  dividing  them  into  classes  and 
subjecting  them  to  differential  treat¬ 
ment  on  the  basis  of  such  classification, 
irrespective  of  measures  applied  by  Is¬ 
rael  to  its  own  citizens  on  the  basis  of 
differential  classifications  between  Is¬ 
raelis.  The  United  States  cannot  rec¬ 
ognize  the  State  of  Israel  as  having  any 
mandate,  of  any  kind — moral,  religious, 
political  or  historical — to  speak  for,  or 
represent,  in  any  way,  any  United 
States  citizen.” 

The  Council  contends  that  the  rights 
of  American  Jews  are  prejudiced  on 
three  grounds: 

1.  It  argues  that  Israel  discriminates 
between  Americans  who  are  Jews  and 
Americans  who  are  non-Jews  because 
American  Jews,  like  Jews  everywhere 
in  the  world,  are  welcome  to  enter  Is¬ 
rael  and  become  citizens  there. 

[This  is  the  fundamental  law  of  Israel, 
enacted  to  carry  out  its  promise  to  pro¬ 
vide  sanctuary  and  citizenship  for  any 
Jew  who  wants  it.  The  Council  may 
call  this  a  discrimination,  but  obviously 
it  does  not  injure  the  rights  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Jews.  No  country  can  legislate  to 
affect  the  citizenship  rights  of  Ameri- 
cans.'l  . _ 

2.  The  Council  complains 'that  the 
Arab  states  discriminate  against  Jews 
because  they  are  Jews,  and  it  says: 
‘The  U.S.  government  allows  this  in- 
volunta^  identification  with  this  for- 

'  eign  21ionist  nationalism  to  impose 
upon  American  Jews  some  of  the  dis¬ 
abilities  attached  to  this  Zionist  na¬ 
tionalism  in  the  international  arena.” 

[The  Council  does  not  attribute  Arab 
discrimination  against  American  Jews 
~to  the  Arab  war  against  Israel  became 
it  does  not  recogrdte  the  existence  of 
that  war.'] 


3.  Finally,  the  Council  asks  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  provide  ‘‘effective  safe¬ 
guards”  against  the  claims  of  Israel  to 
represent  all  Jews — a  claim  Israel  does 
not  make. 

[This  refers  to  the  fact  that  the  Is¬ 
rael  Government  has  protested  when 
the  rights  of  Jews,  outside  Israel,  were 
under  attack,  as  it  did  during  the  re¬ 
cent  wave  of  anti-Semitism  in  Ger¬ 
many, 

American  Jews  have  often  appealed 
to  our  own  Government  to  speak  out 
against  discrimination  in  foreign  lands. 
It  would  be  strange  indeed  if  the  voice 
of  Israel  were  not  heard  in  the  council 
of  nations  to  focus  attention  on  attacks 
against  Jews.] 

Discredited.  Every  major  Jewish  or¬ 
ganization  has  voiced  its  resentment  of 
the  Council's  policies  and  tactics.  The 
Council  presumes  to  speak  in  the  name 
of  the  Jewish  religion.  But,  the  three 
major  rabbinical  organizations  —  the 
Central  Conference  of  American  Rab¬ 
bis,  for  the  Reform  movement;  the 
Rabbinical  Assembly  of  America,  rep¬ 
resenting  Conservative  Judaism;  the 
Rabbinical  Council  of  America,  the 
Orthodox  group— adopted  resolutions 
in  1956  denouncing  it. 

The  Reform  group,  in  a  six-point  in¬ 
dictment,  charged  that  the  Council: 

‘‘1.  Impaired  the  vital  work  of  the 
United  Jewish  Api>eal  in  a  time  of 
dire  emergency; 

2.  Injected  damaging  divisiveness 
within  some  of  our  own  Reform 
congregations; 

3.  Sought  to  influence  the  U.S. 
Department  of  State  in  a  policy, 
contrary  to  the  best  interests  of 
both  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Israel; 

4.  Reinforced  the  efforts  of  Arabs 
and  others  to  incite  prejudice  and 
enmity  against  the  State  of  Israel 
and  Jewiiii  people  throughout  the 
world; 

5.  Imputed  the  patriotism  of  the 
vast  majority  of  American  Jews 
including  the  members  of  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Conference  of  American  Rab¬ 
bis; 

6.  Distorted  and  misrepresented 
the  nature  and  meaning  of  Juda¬ 
ism.” 

The  American  Jewish  Committee, 
B’nai  B’rith  and  other  non-Zionist 
bodies  have  deplored  the  Council's 
tactics  as  a  disservice  to  American 
Jewry. 

Rapudiatod.  The  Council's  statement 
before  the  Democratic  platform  com¬ 
mittee  brought  sharp  repudiation  from 
two  Jewish  representatives  on  the  com¬ 
mittee — Rep.  Emanuel  Celler  of  New 
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jlsr^l  ii‘TS  indiCatiHl  its  acceptance  M  prin**! 

/vrolongiUton  oX  ibc  u-ucft  in  PnW  ' 
•;,1  ■  'v«  'Ni 

r/te  United  Nations  Emergency 
Force  now  stationed  in  the  Gaza  strip 
and  Sharm  elSheikh  is  a  striking  ex¬ 
ample  of  a  succe'sful  UN  program. 
It  will  serve  as  the  pattern  for  a  simi¬ 
lar  force  which  will  be  rushed  to  the 
Congo  in  accordance  with  the  UN  Se¬ 
curity  Council  decision  July  14. 

UN  Sec.  Gen.  Dag  Hammarskjold's 
plan  includes: 

The  immediate  dispatch  of  about  10 
Army  officers,  mostly  drawn  from  the 
UN  Truce  Supervision  Organization  in 
Palestine  to  establish  discipline  in  the 
Congolese  army.  . . . 

United  Nations  force  to  be  sup* 
plied  exclusively  by  contingents  from 
neutral  states  .  .  .  modeled  on  the 
United  Nations  Emergency  Force  .  .  .** 
organized  in  1956. 

Mr.  Hammarskjold  expects  the  mem* 
bers  of  the  new  peace  force  to  be  sup¬ 
plied  mainly  by  the  French-speaking 
countries  of  Africa,  especially  Tunisia 
and  Morocco.  H  u  also  looking  to  the 
Scandinavian  cou.  es  which  have  sent 
contingents  to  Ui-«£F  in  the  Middle 
East. 


York  and  David  Rabinovitz  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin — and  from  the  American  Israel 
Public  Affairs  Committee,  which  de- 
-clared: 

“The  American  Council  for  Judaism 
simply  does  not  understand  that  Israel 
is  ful^ling  its  promise  to  be  the  sanc¬ 
tuary  and  trustee  for  Jewish  survival, 
and  there  is  nothing  to  justify  its  ab¬ 
surd  position  that  Israel,  in  some  sinis¬ 
ter  way,  prejudices  the  rights  of  Jews 
who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
The  vast  majority  of  the  American 
Jewish  community  are  not  frightened 
by  the  phantoms  paraded  by  the  Coun- 
^cil.  On  the  contrary,  they  rejoice  be¬ 
cause  they*  have  been  able  to  help  Is- 
1  rael  to  provide  a  homeland  for  a  mil- 
'  lion  Jewish  refugees  and  immigrants. 

I  “We  are  proud  that  our  Government 
(and  the  American  people  made  a  gen¬ 
erous  contribution  to  this  glowing  chap¬ 
ter  of  contemporary  Jewish  history. 
We  deplore  the  propaganda  which  reck¬ 
lessly  defames  American  friendship  for 
Is’-ael  as  a  transient  •  surrender  to  al- 
if^jd  minority  pressures.  ...  .  The 

»  owe  no  thanks  to  those  who  con- 
p  Near  JBast  mirages  from  which 
has  been -obliterated.** 


Sen.  John  F.  Kennedy,  Democratic 
Presidential  nominee,  has  been  sharply 
rebuked  by  the  Jordanian  press  be¬ 
cause  of  his  June  14  Senate  speech  in 
which  he  called  for  a  new  approach 
in  the  Middle  East.  On  June  16,  Al- 
Difa  commented: 

“Sen.-  Kennedy  called  on  the  Arabs 
to  recognize  Israel,  which  in  his  opin¬ 
ion  is  ‘inevitable.*  We  beg  to  differ 
with  him.  The  Jews,  Mr.  Kennedy, 
since  time  immemorial,  have  never 
assimilated  with  the  nations  amongst 
which  they  lived.  Thus,  they  have 
been,  in  the  past,  and  in  the  present, 
a  group  of  corrupted  and  corrupting 
people  wherever  they  are.  The  exam¬ 
ple  is  the  abominable  exploitation  of 
the  Presidential  election  in  the  United 
States.** 

The  paper  admonished  Sen.  Kennedy 
not  to  choose  “the  road  which  your 
predecessors  have  taken.” 

Falastin,  the  same  day,  predicted 
that  if  Sen.  Kennedy  wins  the  election 
there  will  be  no  change  in  US.  policy 
in  the  Middle  East. 

‘This  is  the  impression  derived  from 
the  Kennedy  statement.  Like  his  pred¬ 
ecessors,  he  calls  for  the  recognition  of 
Israel  and  in  this  there  is  nothing  new. 
Efforts  in  this  direction  have  been  made 
before:  the  Johnston  plan,  the  projects 
for  resettlement  of  the  refugees,  the 
suggestions  to  transfer  UNRWA  re¬ 
sponsibilities  to  local  governments  or 
the  threats  to  suspend  its  activities  .  .' . 

“Kennedy  knows  only  too  well  that 
any  additional  effort  on  this  plane  and 
for  these  same  purposes  is  bound  to 
end  in  failure.  .  .  .  What  the  United 
States  needs  is  a  leader  who  will  give 
its  foreign  policy  new  directions  in  the 
Middle  East  and  will  recognize  the  mis¬ 
takes  of  the  past." 


'A  Beirut  daily — AI-Anwar — carried 
a  cartoon  on  June  9  depicting  Israel’s 
Prime  Minister  David  Ben-Gurion  in 
bitter  dialogue  with  Adolf  Eichmann. 
The  imaginary  conversation: 

^n-Gurion:  “You  deserve  the  death 
penalty,  because  you  killed  six  million 
Jews.” 


REMINDER. 

You  can  buy  the  first  48  issues 
of  the  NEAR  EAST  REPORT, 
June,  1957 -May,  1959,  bound  and 
indexed,  for  $3.00.  Send  your  order 
to:.  1737  H  SL,  N.  W.,  Washington 
6,D.  C 

Volume  UI  of  the  NEAR  EAST 
REPORT,  June,  1959 -May,  1960, 
also  bound  and  indexed,  is  in  pre¬ 
paration.  Reserve  your  copy  now. 


Eichmann:  “There  are  many  who 
'say  I  deserve  the  death  penalty  because 
I  didn*t  manage  to  kill  the  rest.” 

*  •  « 

The  Manchester  Guardian,  July  5, 
reports  that  the  UAR  has  offered  to 
buy  53,000  tons  of  sugar  from  Cuba. 
The  Guardian  comments  that  this  offer 
is  in  line  with  the  tone  adopted  by 
Cairo’s  press  in  the  Cuban- American 
crisis.  It  says: 

''Never  anxious  to  make  matters  more 
complicated  than  they  seem,  Cairo  news¬ 
papers  are  representing  the  Cuban  af¬ 
fair  straightforwardly  as  a  Caribbean 
Suez,  with  Castro  playing  Nasser's 
heroic  role  against  the  machinations  of 
bloodsucking  American  imperialists. 

“It  is  not  difficult  to  see  why  Castro 
in  UAR  eyes  is  on  the  side  of  the  an¬ 
gels.  First  Castro  is  paying  special  at¬ 
tention  these  days  to  South  America 
largely  because  .  .  .  the  independent 
African  states  are  drifting  into  steadily 
closer  relations  with  Israel  and  it  does 
not  want  South  America  to  go  the  same 
way. 

“.  . .  Nasser  is  back  on  the  old  famil¬ 
iar  anti-imperialist  tramline,  perhaps 
defensively  because  he  is  under  fire  him¬ 
self  from  Communists  for  his  alleged 
subservience  to  American  interests." 

«  •  • 

\Ru(/</ing  the  Aswan  Dam  does  have 
its  problems,  as  USSR  technicians  have 
discovered.  Moscow  Radio,  July  6,  in 
an  Arabic  broadcast,  discusses  “the 
first  summer  in  Aswan.” 

“The  Russians  decided  to  organize 
special  classes  to  teach  Arabs  the  tech¬ 
niques  of  '  construction  and  masonry. 
Although  they  made  ail  the  prepara¬ 
tions  and  announced  the  first  day  of 
classes,  the  Arab  side  regarded  this  as 
undesirable.  However,  they  know  their 
own  affairs  better. 

“What  does  siirprise  the  Soviet  peo¬ 
ple  is  that  local  workers  hasten  to  catch 
the  bus  immediately  after  work  ..  .  . 
leaving  their  tools  behind. 

“A  strange  thing  happened  recently: 

A  leading  Arab  contractor  who  was  to 
build  housing  for  Soviet  experts  and 
Arab  engineers  and  experts  suddenly 
stopped  work  and  left  for  Kuwait,  that 
Arabian  emirate  known  for  its  oil 
wealth.  He  sought  exorbitant  profits. 

A  long  time  will  elapse — more  than  six 
months — before  a  new  contractor  is 
found. 

“We  mention  all  this  to  point  out 
that  there  are  problems  in  peaceful  co¬ 
existence  about  work  me&ods.  .  .  .^ 
Nothing  could  please  the  Soviet  people  ^ 
more  than  seeing  their  new  colleagues 
carry  out  their  work  enthusiastically.” 

15 


Vieivimff  the  IVetvs 

...  continued 

renewing  ...4  vitriolic  campaign  against 
Jordan.  By  this  Nasser  has  lost  what 
little  esteem  was  left  for  him  in  the 
Arab  world  .  . 

On  July  2,  King  Hussein  scorned  the 
UAR  leader  who  “has  forgotten  that 
the  profession  and  practice  of  magic 
and  hocus-pocus  has  been  obsolete  for 
thousands  of  years  .  . 

Al-Akhbar  replied  from  Cairo,  July  6, 
that  Hussein  “does  not  receive  his  sal¬ 
ary  from  the  Jordanians,  but  from  for¬ 
eign  aid.”  And  on  July  8,  it  warned 
Hussein;  “The  Foreign  Ministry  has 
called  the  attention  of  the  Jordanian 
Government  to  the  consequences  of 
continuing  the  campaign  ...  If  official 
relations  between  the  two  governments 
wor^n,  only  the  Jordanian  people  and 
their  gener^  interests  will  be  harmed 

President  Nasser,  speaking  in  Cairo, 
July  9,  at  the  opening  of  the  General 
Congress  of  the  National  Union,  lauded 
the  Soviet  Union  for  “its  strong  eco¬ 
nomic  cooperation";  denounced  the 
United  States  for  “its  links  with  im¬ 
perialism  and  21ionism”  .  .  .  obstacles 
to  “all  our  attempts  to  reach  under¬ 
standing  with  the  United  States  .  .  .” 
and  repeated  his  charges  against  Jor¬ 
dan,  insinuating  that  .  .  .  “elements  of 
treason  will  face  us  and  some  weak- 
spirited  people  will  fall  in  the  area 
around  us  .  .  .” 

*  *  • 

Why  has  Nasser  resumed  his  propa¬ 
ganda  offensive  against  Hussein?  The 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions’  recent  Staff  Study  on  the  Middle 
East  ventured  an  explanation.  It  said: 

“He  is  the  strong  man  of  Arab  na¬ 
tionalism  and  he  cannot  afford  to  ig¬ 
nore  the  continued  existence  of  West¬ 
ern  oriented  monarchies;  he  gained  his 
reputation  by  expunging  one.  Nasser 
is  necessarily  a  man  of  action,  a  man 
in  motion.” 

Speculations.  What  is  Jordan’s  fu¬ 
ture?  Can  it  survive  the  twin  problems 
of  Nasser’s  bombardment  and  its  own 
lack  of  economic  viability?  The  Staff 
Study  has  no  single  answer,  but  it  dis¬ 
cusses  the  many  theories  about  Jordan’s 
fate.  The  Study  reported  that  “among 
the  most  plausible  of  these  speculations 
-is  one  known  as  ’Egypt’  and  means  just 

t.  Sooner  or  later  .  .  .  Hussein 
V  uld  be  driven  from  the  scene  by  the 
i  .xorable  pressure  of  Arab  national- 
and  Jordan,  if  not  absorbed  out¬ 
right  by  the  UAR,  would  fall  under 
Cairo’s  domination. 

“Another  theory  .  .~.  ‘Corregidor,L 
represented  an  opposite  viewpoint  It 
suggested  that  the  United  States  would 
underwrite  the  cost  of  turning  Jordan 
into  a  friendly  fortress.” 

The  United  States  now  pays  about 
half  of  Jordan’s  annual  expenditure  of 
$90  million,  the  Report  said.  Most  of 
the  bill  goes  for  the  army  v^ch  may 


turn  out  to  be  the  “ultimate  weakness” 
because,  according  to  the  Study,  “it’s 
doubtful  that  any  army  can  be  held 
aloof  indefinitely  from  the  stream  of 
popular  opinion,  which  in  Jordan  docs 
not  support  the  crown.” 

The  third  theory,  called  “Slice,” 
means  dismemberment.  It  is  based  on 
the  premise  that — before  allowing  Jor¬ 
dan  to  go  to  Nasser — “Israel  would 
seize  the  Old  City  of  Jerusalem  and  the 
west  bank  of  the  Jordan  River,  and  then 
promptly  surrender  its  prize  to  UN 
trusteeship.”  Meanwhile,  Iraq  and  the 
UAR  could  carve  up  the  rest.  Pro- 
iponents  of  this  theory  argue  that  Nas¬ 
ser  would  then  have  a  demilitarized 
buffer  between  him  and  Israel. 

Still  another  view  holds  that  the 
“logical  place  for  Jordan  is  in  a  revived 
but  closer  union  with  Iraq.  ...  A  good 
many  American  officials  believe  that 
Jordan’s  future  lies  in  membership  with¬ 
in  a  larger  state.  However,  U.S.  policy 
makers  have  been  understandably  re¬ 
luctant  to  indicate  what  the  shape  of 
the  larger  state  should  be.” 

All  Depends  on  Nasser.  In  the  view 
of  the  authors  of  this  Study,  all  depends 
on  Nasser.  The  controlling  factor  may 
be  his  strength  at  home  and  in  the 
Arab  world. 

However,  the  Study  continues: 

“Thanks  to  his  feud  with  Iraq’s  Kas- 
sem  and  others,  Nasser’s  political  ma¬ 
neuverability  is  presently  well  beneath 
its  potential.  With  Kassem  calling  for 
the  formation  of  a  Palestine  liberation 
army,  Nasser  is  not  expected  to  adopt 
the  posture  of  compromise  and  concili¬ 
ation  at  any  time  in  the  near  future.” 

But,  the  Staff  Study  believes  that  “a 
rapprochement  between  Cairo  and 
Baghdad”  would  be  the  most  hopeful 
development  in  the  Middle  East. 

And,  it  concludes,  “This  in  turn 
might  lead  to  a  moment  when  the  Is¬ 
raeli  Government  and  the  foremost 
leader  of  the  Arabs  coidd  begin  the 
process  of  settling  their  outstanding 
differences.” 

*  *  • 

Sen.  /.  W.  Fulbright  (D-Ark.),  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
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Committee,  expressed  his  views  on  the 
need  for  such  negotiations,  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  June  15,  and  during  his  visit  to 
Cairo  some  weeks  ago. 

He  told  the  Senate  that  he  favored 
“quiet  off-the-record  conversations”  and 
he  told  a  Cairo  paper  that  he  believed 
“the  only  way  of  implementing  UN  res¬ 
olutions  would  be  through  negotiations.” 
•  •  « 

Soviat  Arms.  Soviet  arms  shipments 
to  the  Arab  states  will  continue  as  long 
as  the  West  sends  arms  to  Israel,  Pre¬ 
mier  Khrushchev  told  a  press  confer¬ 
ence  in  Vienna,  July  8.  In  answer  to 
a  question  on  full  disarmament  by  the 
Times  of  India,  he  said: 

“We  have,  at  due  times,  proposed 
conclusion  of  an  agreement  among  the 
Great  Powers  and  other  states  that 
weapons  should  not  be  sold  to  any 
country  in  the  Middle  East;  but  the 
Western  countries  would  like  us  not 
to  sell,  and  they  themselves  would  like 
to  sell  as  much  as  possible.  Naturally, 
we  cannot  agree  to  this.  If  the  West¬ 
ern  powers  sell  weapons  to  their  allies, 
we  willingly  will  sell  weapons  to  those 
countries  which  stand  on  neutral  posi¬ 
tions,  for  their  own  defense.” 

A  Cairo-Press  correspondent  then 
asked  for  further  comment  on  arms 
shipments  to  Israel  and  “the  danger  to 
peace  in  the  Middle  East.”  Khrushchev 
replied: 

“Undoubtedly  we  consider  this  act 
as  not  intended  to  serve  peace  but  to 
serve  the  fanning  of  loc^  conflicts — 
local  wars,  as  the  Western  powers  term 
them —  and  the  local  war  theory  is 
very  dangerous,  because  any  small  local 
war  may  serve  as  a  spark  setting  off  a 
woild  war.” 

The  Soviet  Premier  sarcastically  in¬ 
formed  a  Neue  Welt  correspondent  who 
had  asked  him — ^what  could  Israel  do 
to  improve  relations  with  the  USSR — 
that: 

“You  mean  that  I,  as  the  Chairman 
Of  the  USSR  Council  of  Ministers,  must 
tell  Ben-Gurion  what  to  do  to  improve 
our  relations?  I  believe  that  he  does 
not  need  my  advice,  and  probably  this 
advice  will  not  suit  him.” 
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